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Applicant has carefully reviewed the Final Office Action mailed June 13, 2006, prior to 
preparing this response. Currently claims I. 2, 6-8, 10, 12, 17 and 18 are pending m the 
application, wherein claims 1, 2, 6, 8, 10, 12 and 17 have been rejected, and clauns 7 and 18 
Have been objected to for beurg dependent on a rejected base claim. Favorable considerate of 
Che following Temarks is respectfully requested. 

Applicant respectfully traverses the Examiner's rejection of claims 1. 2, 6, 8, 10, 12 and 
17 under 35 U.S.C. §l02(b, as anticipated by Chien et al.. U.S. Patent No. 5,891,1 14. Applicant 
trains the position that Chien et al. fail to disclose each and every claimed element of the 
present application, thus failing to anticipate the claims. 

In the Final Office Action, the Examiner admits that the claimed subject matter is not 
expUcitly shown in Chien et al. In making this assertion, the Examiner opines that 1®» fact 
that there is not explicitly shown (in a drawing) the Canned subject marcer does not mean that 
there is a lack of teaching in the reference when otherwise is explicitly written." Applicant 
respectfully disagrees wtth this statement. Although Chien et al. discuss braid members and 
ribbons at length (column 12, line 29 through column 13, line 20), at no point throughout Clnen 
et al can be found a discussion of a catheter braid formed from at least two continuous wares 
woven together, wherem the distal cross-sectional area of each continuous wire is less than the 
proximal cross-sectional area of each continuous wire as currently claimed. 

The Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, which cautions Examiners not to fall vtctun 
to the insidious effect of a hindsight syndrome, states that it is "necessary that the decisionmaker 
forget what he or she has been taught... about the claimed invention and cast the mind back to the 
time the invention was made. . .to occupy the mind of one skilled in the art who » presented only 
with the references, and who is normally guided by the then-accepted wisdom in the art. 
MP EP §1241.01 JJ1, quoting WJL Gore and Associates. Inc. v. Oarlock. Inc., 721 F.2d 1540, 
1553 220 USPQ 303, 313 (Fed. Cir. 1983). Apphcant asserts the Examiner has impermissibly 
mischaracteriaed the teachings of Chien et al., as understood by one of ordinary skill in the an, m 
rej eciing the claims. 

The Examiner loota to Figure 8 of Chien ct d. to .eject the ctaims, while refemng to 
select disclosure concerning Figure 7. As mentioned previously. Chien « rd. disclose three ways 
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of modifying braid AMU. "lowered ribbon denshy, « «- ""f" 
piKh , CohL 8. Hoes 31M0. There * no discus dnoughou, Chien « -. of tiro 

to, auelo** aUeroatives, d» only one ma. one of skill in roc art would collude conk. ^ 
ta . M woven timid (282) comprised of . MB and a proximal woven W (266, compnscti 
of a rifcto as shown in Figroe 6, is changing to braid con.pos.don by abuning an mdepeud», 
omid fbrmed of a wire wilt a mote proximal bmd formed of a ribbon. See e.g., Ctnen « a.., 

column 10, lines 44-49. , , 

In ft*. Chien « al. expressly dislinguisb a ribbon from a wne. md.ea.mg 
mtoquivalence of me ,wo rypes of braids. Cbien «, al. stare, "By to mm ribbon', we W. 
include elongamd shapes, me cross-section of whieb am no. square or round and may typmaUy 
be tecmngular, ova! or semi-oval. They should have an .spec, ratio of a. leas. 0 5 
(.bicknessMidm)- Chien e. ah. column 12. lines 62-66. To me connary. Chien e, ai. desenbe 
to wire as having a diameter, tiros indicating me wire aa having a roond cross-secnon. See eg, 
Chien « a., column 14. linea 62-64. Thus, Chien e, al. expressly distinguish roe use of a nbbon 
iron, roe use of a wire. Since roe proximal ribbon braid (266) is distinct from me distal wrre 
bntid (282). shown in Figure 8. one of ordinary skill in the art would conclude, in view of me 
tenuity of the teachings of Chien « al.. ma. neimerthe am suggesmd rochnique (rowerodnbbon 
dentil nor me third suggested .echnique (pitch) is gennane ro me onbodimen. desenbed > 

^rnus when Chien e. al. sunc wim regard ro Figure 8 « KJhe most signitican, 
difference b«ween the variation shown in FIG. 8 and tiwr of FIG. 7 is found in me fac, ma, to 
diaa, woven bntid (282) is comprised of a wire rotor roan roe ribbon braid (262) shown m FIG. 
r one of ordinary skill in tiro an, in view of roe second suggested technique, would understand 
to to substituted disrol woven braid (282) mus. be independent from and abuned agaroa to 
proximal woven braid (266). Chien et al.. column 14. lines 56-60. 

k U even more evident when one looks ro me materials prefetred for roe distal woven 
broid (282) as compared ro fee marorials prefened for fhe proximal woven braid (266). Chum « 
al St am ma. »[a] majority of roe maallic ribboos in braid (266) are of a member of a class of 
.Uoys known M super-elastic alloys " Chien « al.. column .2, line, 30-32. Fnnherroore. Chten 
«al sute that to woven wire bmid (282, -preferably is of a sounless aroel materia Clncnet 
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i ^umnl4line62 Made of dissimilar materials, the woven wire braid (282) would not be 

the Examiner's erroneous charaaerization of the teachings of Chten et al. 

* vie. of .he above comments and previously presetted remark Apphcaut — 
lhat indeed Chiea et al. do fail to teach that which is currently clauned. There ts no exphcrt 
Z^l cZ et a, regarding a catheter brard fortned *om at least two cont, = 
ZZ together, wherein the distal cross-sectional area of each continuous wire is less th^ the 
"IILss.ectional area of each continuous wire as currently claimed. Furthermore, ne o 
2^ aavtng read and understood the teachings of Chien et al.. mcew.se, would no 
^d thaTchien et al. suggest, implicitly or otherwtse. the claimed inventton. Apphcau 
Alerts Chien et al. fail to anticipate the claims, and withdrawal of the .ecuon ts 

^rir: and reconsideration are respecrfclly guested. It is re^ 
M that all pending claims are now tn coudition for allowance ^ 
Ahowance in due course is requested. If a telephone coherence nnght be of asststance, pleas 
contact the undersigned attorney at (612) 677-9050. 

Respectfully submitted, 
PuZhou 
Byhi|«Attomey, 

Date: 5 ? ll ^ I David M^romprorVkeg. ~Ho.k,rn 

' CROMPTON. SEAGER & TT/FTE, LLC 

1221 Nicollet Avenue, Suite 800 
Minneapolis, MN 55403-2420 
Telephone: (612)677-9050 
Facsimile: (612) 359-9349 
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